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THE  GRADING  OF  CANNING  CROPS  IN  PENNSYLVANIA 


Pennsylvania  growers  received  the  greatest  cash  income  in  1935  ever  re- 
ceived from  the  sale  of  canning  crops.  These  crops  had  an  estimated  farm  value 
of  approximately  twenty  million  dollars.  Acreages  of  tomatoes  and  peas  were  the 
largest  on  record,  the  total  for  all  truck  crops  was  the  largest  and  the  pack  of 
fruit  products  was  the  largest  ever  produced  in  the  Keystone  State. 

Pennsylvania  canned  products  have  gained  additional  prestige  in  the 

hign  quality  fiela.   Jn'^  ^^  -i--  n---- -^   -— 

Pennsylvania  canning  industry  was  tlie  demonstration  that  peas  of  a  quality  second 
to  none  can  be  produced  and  processed  in  this  State.   Another  development  of  im- 
portance is  the  extension  of  the  canning  industry  to  new  sections  of  the  state 
which  are  apparently  well  adapted  to  the  growing  of  canning  crops. 

In  reviewing  the  cannery  products  grading  in  the  pages  that  follow, 
the  steady  growth  of  this  standardization  work  will  be  apparent.   Probably  the 
most  significant  feature  of  grading  is  in  the  fact  that  growera  and  canners  are 
both  benefited  by  it.   Canners  gain  by  lowor  costs  of  production  and  in  higher 
quality  of  the  finished  product.   The  growers  receive  greater  income  per  ton  and 
per  acre  for  the  canning  crops  they  grow.  Table  7  shows  a  comparison  of  the 
prices  received  for  tomatoes,  corn  and  peas  which  were  sold  in  Pennsylvania  on 
the  basis  of  grades  in  1935,  as  against  prices  received  for  the  crops  sold  un- 
graded. The  increased  returns  In  favor  of  graded  sales  equal  20^  for  tomatoes, 
22yt  for  com  and  20t  for  peas. 

The  Extension  Service  of  Pennsylvania  Stato  College  has  assisted  many 
growers  in  the  production  of  high  quality  truck  crops  for  canning.   Beneficial 
results  of  this  assistance  have  been  noticeable  in  the  improved  grade  of  raw 
stock  grown  in  those  sections  where  demonstrations  were  held.   Canners  and  grow- 
ers could  both  profit  through  greater  uce  of  the  educational  services  made  avail- 
able through  the  Extension  Service. 

The  following  table  shows  the  vclume  of  inspected  cannery  products  each 
year  since  1929.  This  work  started  in  1927,  when  235,000  pounds  of  tomatoes  were 
experimentally  classified.   During  the  following  year,  1928,  8,842,000  pounds  of 
apples,  grapes  and  totr.atoes  were  graded.   In  1935  this  figure  increased  to  the  all 
time  high  of  102,734,348  pounds. 
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Table  1  -  Inspection  of  Fruit  and  Truck  Crops  for  Manufacture 

in  Pennsylvania  1929  -  1935 


Crop 


1935 


1334 


1933 


1932 


1931 


1930 


1929 


(pounds)    (pounds)    (pounds)    (pounds)    (pounds)    (pounds)    (pounds) 


Totals  102,734,348  74.920,37:i  46,715,264  53,o5o,624  53,l5S,f:30  43,792,819  13,487,955 

Aprles   48,232,959  35,552,996  22,982,322  41,792,184  32,114,069  36,453,499   8,95o,008 

Ch-ii^ries  4,997,500  2,051,244  307,062  657,2'.i3  2,479,124  2,710,000    

Corn     1,193,172  --- ~ 

Grapes   9,108,571  6,396,760  3,400,000  3,914,000  5,176,000  3,004,700 

Poas     1,044,326   --     - 

Berries   

Gr. Beans  


1,301,784 


12,145 


19,200 


112,021    320,322    131,675 

Tomato.  38,157,829  30,907,228  20,006,876  21,694,216  13,364,324  1,492,945 

•  •  ft  •  • 


373,407 
2,356,756 


ir*1»  T^      »  ^«^»  T«     /^  T-\  >  TV  t  »  T< 


DULiJ^  Hrrjbiii  unauxwu  -  ±voo 

For  the  sixth  consecutive  year,  practically  the  entire  tonnage  of  apples 
purchased  in  tho  stato  for  cannlr.g,  were  purcha.sed  on  the  basis  of  federal  grades. 
In  additio!!  to  canning  stocks,  apples  deliver--'d  for  --ale  as  frosh  were  classified 
for  grade  ax  several  packing  houses. 

Table  2,  which  follows,  shows  'he  percentage  of  barrelling  apples,  can- 
ning apples  and  ciders  purchased  in  Pennsylvania  since  1930.   This  table  d  ^es  not 
portray  the  quality  of  the  entire  Pennsylvania  crop  each  year,  but  rather  the  qual- 
ity of  stock  which  is  being  purchased  by  the  by-products  plants.   A  large  part  of 
the  "barrelling  apples"  listed  are  being  packed  in  barrels  or  bushuls  for  sale  as 
fresh  fxnait. 


Table  2  -  Average  Clasnif ication  of  Pennsylvania  Bulk  Apples 


1930  •  1935 
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Grades 


1935 


1934 


1933 


BARRELLING 

t 

t 

t 

APPLES 

(U.  S.  No.  1  and 

25 

23 

23 

Consneroial) 

CANNING 

APPLES 

(Cannery  No.  1 

63 

70 

66 

and  No.  2) 

■ 

CIDIR 

APPLES 

12 

7 

11 

1932 


% 


13 


1931 


t 


36 


1930 


i 


28 


72 


41 


54 


15 


23 


18 
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TOMATO  GRADING 


1935 


The  ninth  seanon  cf  to-ato  grading  in  Pennsylvania  rhowed  an  increase 

T"'?4  -nnnage  and  90%   over  tho  1933  tonnage.   In  ad- 
dition 3,361  acre,  of  to'ia^^es  froa.  counties  in  east-rn  Pennsylvania  were  Federal 
State  inspected  at  the  Carpbell  Soup  Company,  Camden,  New  Jersey* 


of  approxinmtely  25^  over  tho 


Inspectors  were  locat-d  at  13  tomato  canneries  in  Pennsylvania  as  fol. 


lows  I 


Bloomsburg  Packing  Company 

Burgoon  &   Yingling 

Girard  Canning  Company 

Hanover  Canning  Company 

Littlestown  Canning  Company 

C.  H.  Musselman  Company 

Mvers  Canning  Company 

North  East  Preserving  Works 

Shenk  &  Bowman 

B.  F.  Shriver  Company 

Ci.  barxoi  Silver 

W.  Scott  Silver 

Welch  Grape  Juice  Company 


Bloomsburg,  Pa. 
Gettysburg,  Pa. 
Girard,  Pa. 
Hanover,  Pa. 
Littlestown,  Pa. 
Biglerville,  Pa. 
Spring  Grove,  Pa. 
North  East,  Pa. 
Newville,  Pa. 
Littlestown,  Pa. 

r*^     . .  i I ^^^     Tin 

^/^«^  .»>.,'  w  —  —  — -  —  y     -•  —  * 

Nottingham,  Pa. 

North  East,  Fa. 


The  average  qualitT  of  the  1935  to-ato  crop  wns  nearly  identical  with 
the  quality*  of  ^radi-d  tcmatc^s   in  1934.   Table  3  shows  tne  average  grades  in 
1935  with  comparisons  each  year  ba:k  to  1927. 


Table  3  -  Classification  of  Graded  Tomatoes  in  Pennsylvania 

(Weighted  Average  Percent)       


1927  -  1935 


:^-Sk 


N.  S.  No.  1 


U.  S.  No.  2 


Culls 


1935 


61 


35 


1934 


61 


34 


1933 


51 


43 


1932 


52 


1931 


46 


43 


5 


6 


45 


9 


1930 


42 


54 


1929 


54 


1928 


41 


1927 


51 


42 


51 


8 


39 


10 


.-'•? 


Figure.^  f  u^  1934  ard  i93C  do  not  include  sevoi-al  canneries  purcnasmg 

for  Str-iincd  Tcrrato  "Toducn'  (Juico  nnd  pulp  grades), 


on   basis  of  U.  ".  Slandaras 
which  average  considerably  hi,q:l:er 


*  *  »  *  * 


1935.   1 

group  average 


Table  4  gives  the  average  grades  of  tomatoes  purchased  in  10  states  in 
t  will  be  noted  that  the  Pennsylvania  average  is  almost  identical  with  the 


4  - 


Table  4  -  Comparison  of  Tomato  Quality  in  10  States 

(1935  -  Season) 


PERCENT 

PERCENT 

PER'-EMT 

■  •  t 

S.  No.  1 

U.  S,  Mo. 

2 

Culls 

state 

A 

35 

57 

8 

It 

B 

59 

38 

3 

n 

C 

60 

37 

3 

H 

D 

61 

34 

5 

N 

B 

62 

35 

3 

M 

P 

62 

32 

6 

M 

G 

64 

29 

7 

M 

H 

71 

27 

2 

N 

I 

75 

20 

5 

PfflNNA 

.  AVERAGE 

61 

35 

4 

10  STATKS 

AVER. 

61 

34 

5 

This  information  furnished  b^'  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


•  «  •  •  • 


Table  6  shows  the  average  grading  at  Pennsylvania  canneries  in  1935, 
pricos  paid  for  No.  I's  and  Nd.  2*r  and  avera?;e  s-ason  y.rices   paid.   Tho  averase 
price  received  by  Pennsylvania  tO[T:ato  grcvers  celling  on  the  grade  basis  (includ- 
ing 3,361  acr-^s  grcwn  in  I'ennaylvania  for  K'ev;  Jerr-y  -ar.r.jry)  was  §14. 12  ;■  trn 
compared  to  an  aver'ige  price  of  $11.70  a  ton  for  P.nnsylvania  to-ato.^s  sold  flat 
rate.   Last  year  the  average  graded  price  was  |13.70  and  the  averag-:>  flat  price 
was  $13.75.   Only  one  cannery  in  tho  statn  averaged  a  ]ov;jr  return  xo  the  growers 
on  a  gr-aded  basis  ^han  on  the  flat  rate  average  price.   This  cannery  offered  $13.U'J 
for  U.  S.  No.  1  and  $7.00  for  U.  S.  No.  2.   Thse  prices  v.-r.^  not  in  line  with  the 
prevailing  contract  prices  in  the  state  last  year. 


Table  5 


Season  Average 

Classification 

1935 


Prices  Paid  per  Ton  for  U.  S.  No.  i 
and  U.  S.  No.  2  Tomatoes  and  Season  average 
at  Pennsylvania  Canneries  -  1935 


asE 


U.  S.  No.  1  U.  S.  No.  2  Culls    U.  S.  No.  1  U.  S.  No.  2  Average 


Cannery  A 

63^ 

34^ 

II 

B 

62 

35 

N 

0 

58 

40 

M 

D 

65 

29 

11 

ID 

87 

8 

M 

F 

62 

34 

11 

0 

58 

36 

N 

H 

75 

23 

N 

I 

63 

35 

M 

J 

91 

4 

M 

K 

45 

51 

W 

L 

56 

38 

n 

U 

52 

31 

PENNA. 

ave:rage 

61 

3-1 

N.  J. 

AVERAGE 

58 

3 'J 

3f. 

3 

2 

6 

5 

4 

6 

2 

2 

B 

8 

6 

6 

S 

8 


$18.00 

$10.00 

$14.74 

16.00 

3.00 

13.52 

16.00 

9.00 

12.88 

16.00 

8.00 

12.65 

13.00 

13.00 

12.35 

17.00 

10.00 

13.94 

15.00 

10.00 

12.30 

13.00 

7.00 

11.36 

17.00 

10.00 

14.28 

13.00 

13.00 

12.80 

18.00 

10.00 

12.56 

17.00 

10.00 

13.32 

18.00 

10.00 

13.30 

16.00 

10.00 

i';.i2* 

18.00 

10.00 

14.3-1 

♦  Includes  price  received  for  Penna. -grown  tomatoes  delivered  to  N.  J.  Cannery, 


:fi":j>^  ■tf^P'y' 


"Tjr^TTJs 
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Table  6  shows  the  comparison  of  prices  recoived  in   Fonnsylvania  in  1935 
for  graded  and  ungraded  tomatoes,  corn  and  peas.   The  data  from  which  these  figures 
w..:.i  computed  were  secured  from  the  U.  S.  Department,  cf  /u'riculture,  Division  of 
Crop  Eatimatoo. 


Table  6 

A 

ver. 

Graded  P-^c--' 

\v6r.  Ungrn'.nni 

ler  ton 

11 .  70 
11.50 
53.80 

Pr^ 

.  ce 

Additional  Return 

In  Fo.voj'  of  Grading 

Per  ton 

|2.42 

2.58 

10.60 

Percent 

Increase 

Tomatoes 

Corn 

Peas 

Pr3r  ton 

ti4.i^: 

14.08 
64.40 

'  Per  ton 

20 
22 
20 

Ti^M-TON  TOMATO  CLUB  RECORDS  -  1935 

—    I.I— I •—  -"• 

T,,n-'"r-  T;:r.:it::'  Clabs  v;ere  organized  in  Penrr.ylvania  by  th'-^  Extension  Ser- 
^,:   .,  Qf  3,„-e  C"ll-C'^  i:-i  l?^-'^-   'f'h'--  >-3suli.3  w--rM  most  gratifyi-g  and  give  proof 
that  TATiy  sections  of  Pann.sylvaui'v  a-e  v;.  11  adapted  to  tne  S^°;'il^&_°\_'^^l^^ __^jy^^ 
of  'n\z'   qj'ilitv  tcma'oehT.   The  luij-uwing  ;  t-.-.u:  .j,:  a.re  ro...;ntt-,.  .......  .^-.    ..-:•-  ----- 

^_:.j   .^'--L   author,  J.  1.'.  Hufnrston,  Division  cf  E:ctc-,,Uon.  Ti..^  Pennaylvania  State 

College. 


Distribution 


By  Counties 


Lenca.Tt  .r 

-  21 

Bucks 

Q 

Union 

-  4 

Franklin 

-  3 

CumbHrland 

-   2 

Northuraborland  - 

2 

Columbia 

1 

Luzerne 

1 

Montour 

1 

STATE  TOTAL 


-  44 


Fertilizer 


A:;l'nd  bv  41  :i  41  wh  •.  qvialified.   300  to  1000  pounds,  averaging  580 
lbs.   22  gruw.3rs  b:4a::ca3t;  14  a;  ;di^^i  in  the  row  of  ^^hich  10  followed  with  a 
•lop  dri3sir:g\    o    oUi':r  grov-ers  applied  top  drossirg  only. 


Soil  Preparatior 


HarrC7;od  -  32,  Di-^cad  -  29,  Rolled  -  15. 


Plants 


plani.3  startiid  under  g 


Lccallv  grc-'n  plan-^i  ^^.tj  usod  by  42  grow.:rr>.   Thirty  of  these  used 

lass  and  transplanU^d  or  "spott.-u"  io  a  cold  framo.   Nino 
othr:r  fields  were  set  wi ':h  field  grown  plants  and  three  with  plants  grown  under 
muslin  or  tobacco  cloth.   Southern  plant,:  ^-nne  used  by  ;:lx  gr.wcrs  but  four  of 
theL:u  also  used  locally  grovm  plants. 

Plantini^ 

Thirty-one  fields  wero  f^ansplanted  by  May  31  and  the  other  thirteen  by 
Juno  5th.   Fourteen  square  feet  was  the  spacing  used  by  lb  growers,  15  ^;quaro  feet 


~  6  - 


I 

V 


Planting  -  cent. 


by  5,  and  16  square  feet  by  10  other  growers.   Water  was  applied  in  setting  plants 
by  29  growers.   One-half  The  fields  7;ere  set  by  hand  and  the  others  with  a  trans- 
planter. 

Cultivation 

Twenty-three  growers  cultivated  five  times,  seven  cultivated  four  times, 
five  cultivated  three  times  and  four  cultivated  six  times.   Twenty-two  growers 
weeded  by  hand. 


Spraying 


Five  growers  sprayed  or  dusted  to  control  insects 


Rotation 


1933  --  Sod  in  28  fields.   1934  --  Corn  in  22  and  and  sod  in  12  fields. 


Manure 


Applied  on  41  farms  at  an  average  rate  of  6-1/3  tons  per  acre.  Twenty 
growers  applied  10  tons  per  acre,  others  varied  the  application  from  nothing  to 
18  tons  per  acre. 

SOUR  CHERRY  GRADING  --  1935 

The  volume  of  cherries  purchased  on  the  basis  of  grades  in  Pennsylvania 
during  1938  was  nearly  2-1/2  tioies  the  1934  figure.  Practically  all  cherries  be- 
ing purchased  by  canners  and  cold-packers  in  the  state  are  being  bought  under  the 
Federal  grades. 


CORN  GRADING 

The  first  corn  grading  in  the  state  was  successfully  carried  on  at  a 
Columbia  County  cannery  in  1935.   A  total  of  1,118,180  pounds  of  corn  were  received 
fron  600  acres  on  the  basis  of  $16.00  a  ton  for  U.  S.  No.  1,  Class  A  quality  and 
|8.00  a  ton  for  U.  S.  No.  1,  Class  B.  Gonorally  high  quality  corn  was  delivered 
after  the  first  few  days  of  the  seaso  u   During  this  period,  many  growers  pulled 
corn  which  was  unfit  for  fancy  canned  corn  but  they  soon  realized  that  $16.00  corn 
was  a  better  paying  proposition  than  $3.00  corn.  The  growers  received  an  average 
of  82^  Class  A  corn  and  12^  Class  B  during  the  season,  which  paid  them  $14.08  a 
ton,  or  $2.58  more  a  ton  than  the  average  price  paid  for  corn  at  other  corn  can- 
neries in  the  state  in  1935. 


PBA  GRADING 

During  the  spring  of  1935,  Ur,    Z.    B.  Gray,  Manager  of  the  Bloomsburg  Pack- 
ing Company  contracted  with  102  growers  for  approximately  600  acres  of  peas  to  be 
bought  on  a  quality  basis.   No  state  or  federal  grades  for  peas  had  been  establish- 
ed so  it  was  necessary  for  Mr.  Gray  to  specify  in  the  contract  that  peas  from  which 


-'  7  - 

-^r   f   ::;;^  .„.,  ,..^,.anw.al  or  chemical  method  of  deturniur.ng  quality  ui  mw 
'"'"'  "^'  ,    .:.;'.,;::;a  :"pn=  -rK-rc  .p->edv  of  o.era^.ion  .han  anything  ^.hus  far 

i:   i   't    :;.,.,  itf  of  th„  .-.rk  a^  31.^crrsburg  showed  that  it  xs  probably  ju^^t  as 
':curat.:to  3u;i^i  i.e  quality  o.  peas  by  the  thu.b-nail  te.t  as  i.  .s  to  ^ud.o 
corn  in  that  manner • 

It  was  found  that  peas  l.ft  uncu.  p..t  the  ^'^'^f:  ^f  ;^^:^^^, 

^ '  ^  r^^i'T  ^•,-    nr-nnnvt  i  on  to  the  lateness  oi  cuxxing  • 
graded  low.r  by  Iho  --^P^: -^/^-r^(,,;;  i^^i,.:  aerations  and  yet  the  accuracy 
The  inspec'ors  had  no  cha.k  on  _,no  S^^-'^-   'V,,tual  cutting  was  sufficient  proof 
with  which  th.  E^ades  cr:eck.d  wx-.  the  .  ...o  o  ^-^^^  §       practicable 

ha':  quality  determination  of  pea:,  is  no'.  O:.!,  poooibie  bJt  aiso  -  .s  i 

in  a  large  commercial  operation. 

By  cutting  their  peas  early,  many  growers  expected  they  were  losine  more 

•  ,,•  «.  f,  °  tv-a-^  --v  w--'  --living  compensation  for  in  the  increased  price 
y.eld  pe.  acre  tha.  .-->  ^^-^^   _-^_  ^^^^o  ^    ^,.,,,.^,^  ,f  the  lo:;3  in  weight  and 

tho  necessary  compensation  to  make  up  for  their  loss. 

rpu„  ..sti'-^--'  av-age  yield  in  '.h'.  state  iarine  1935  was  aporoximately 

^^"   ^^''- ■^  /  ",f  -,,-,-,„,h-,i  -ou— ^  q-^-+i0i  -^tout  2000  pounds.   The 

21.0  ro.>nd.  pe   -    a.i^  ^  ^^^^  ^  qu.Ii-y,  ISt  Kxt-a 

grow-'S  .vr.o  d-.-liv.iei  ca.  l,  ....  =  a   ;;     o   _  Therefore 

^  ;;:   b  .  d  duot-  from  t:v.s.  f  ^  gur^s  th.t  under  -..  conditions  of  the  1935  crop 
::a;  •^:;,..!.-  ^ho^cut  ea.ly  -.ad  a.  averag  loes  of  between  200  and  300  pound,  per 
;';t:'   T-  "a;=;:.ro  nrice  .hich  the-^e  p,-w.,-s  -.chived  was  ^AO,   however,  compared 
t^  a;  J;r.cr;tate%r.ce  of  $53.30.   For  t^e  reduced  y  ^eld  of  1800  pounds  per  .ere 
'  .V  gr'ow'ers  .till  r.o:^ived  a  greater  income  n.r  acrn  ($57. 96)  than  cr-owers  in 
uiis  .octirn  Whose  average  as  one  ten  pe^^  acrn  for  which  they  received  $53.80. 

GRAPE  GRADING  FOR  JUICE  PURPOSES  --  1935 

For  th.  seven'h  con.erutive  ye-ar  the  volume  of  S'-^-Pes^  inspected  for  juice 

oil  v-;,^r>  nirrh   T>->  19*^3  '-^^To  W3re  approximately  6-1/ ^   miLiion 
nu^^rin:;e:t:drTn"o;4rB-l}f  ;imoi"nd  r:  i.35  3l.;htly  over  9  million  pounds. 

The  manufacturers  contract  with  the  growers  for  U.  S.  No.  1  i^'^'H'^^'^ 
vi-  certain  requirements  waived,  sach  as  split  berries  and  str.aggly  bunches.   The 
n""Ve'urn   toihe  grace  ^rrwers  ar  u-ually  nigher  than  the  returns  received  from 
"u-lot  or  truck  sales.' since  .xpensos  of  packing,  selling  and  cost  of  containers 
are  eliminated  in  selling  to  the  processors. 

SUPERVISION  AND  CO^^.T  OF  CANNERY  PRODUCTS  INSPECTION 


Thi^,  is  a  self  ruoporting  service  under  state  supervision.   All  mspoc 
„.,  .v..  tram  1  aad  licensed  by  the  Bureau  of  Mar-kets  and  may  be  secured  througn 
';;,  ved-al--taie  Inspec-ion  Fund.  S.  R.  Poole,  Treasurer.  Harrisbur,.lenna. 
D  rirg  193=  the  gross  cost  for  each  inspector  amounted  to  $42.00  a  week.  F^om  this 
a'o  -.  $3  00   'w!ek  was  paid  th.  Sta^.  Treasury  to  offset  the  cost  of  state  super- 
vi   ;  .   T  e  balance.  ($S9.00)  .as  used  to  pay  Vnspectors'  wages  and  other  expenses 
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TN 
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^ 
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such  as  comr.-t^nsation  insurance,  bonding  fee  for  treasurer,  and  minor  charges.   A 
small  balance  left  in  the  Foderal-State  Fund  at  the  close  of  the  season  iviil  bo  re 
tained  tc  meet  the  contingoncy  of  payinc  reporting  expenses  of  inspectors  in  1936. 


During  1935  t-o  average  cost  of  ini:>pecting  102  million  pounds  of  cannrry 
^:rcunt-:l  to  lli^  o.  tci:,  compared  ^;yit!-  IB-S/S';^  in  1934,  l2-2/3>;  In  1933, 
13^  in  193^  and  lod   :n  1931.   At  lar;;;';  plants  the  cost  in  conoilorably  lovver  fcr 
tin   and  ^ber.i  tho  volume  i,.;  light,  th..  coot  ::er  oon  is  necessarily  hisbe-. 


product: 
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'■5  -i 


gradin;';  vU: 


Additional  coooes  of  thiG  roport  or  fu-thor  i  af- r:iooto-n  rosa-din^ 
■\z[j   v;ill  Lo  fuooio-ed  u'o::n  roquest.   Applicaticno  for  oho  hicdocoors 
Shculd'be  addrossac  to  too  ?,..doral-Sooto  Insrocticn  oervice,  Euroau  of  !v!orkels, 
Harrisburg,  Pa, 

Bocauoo  of  numorcuo  roquocits  recelyd  by  tic  Eooartmont  of  A-riculluro, 


the 


follov7ing   liot   of   cannefO:>   is  attached    to   this   ro'cru. 
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Farmers  Canning  Co. 
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